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Art Unit: 2651 

This is a response to remarks filed 9/26/05. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined In section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims (1,2, 5-7, 11, 14-15 and 17-18)are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e)as 
being anticipated by Gariepy et al (6900960). 

Regarding claims 1,14 and 17: Gariepy et al discloses an automated storage 
system (or library and see col. 1 , lines 15-25 of Gariepy) includes: a media storage 
facility (as depicted in figure 2 of Gariepy et al) that includes plurality of individual 
medium slot for individual medium (as shown in element 22 of figure 2) and plurality of 
super set slot (shown as element 22 in figure 2), and accessed by a mechanism which 
could accesses the medium individually or as superset (see col. 3, lines 26-45; col. 4, 
lines 28-31 ; col. 5, lines 1-53 and col. 6, lines 30-53 where Gariepy et al describes the 
accesses of individual medium or a group medium in a plurality of racks with plurality of 
magazines (subset of the superset) that including individual storage medium). 

Regarding claims 2, 15 and 18: Gariepy et al teaches that wherein the media 
storage facility is configured such that supersets can be reorganized, emptied, or 
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created based on a list of individual media present in the media storage facility (see col. 
3, lines 28-64 and col. 4, lines 29-31 where Gariepy et al describes the design flexible of 
the library to accommodate new configuration of changes in the desired medium listing 
and/or the usage of the medium or creating an update listing of the individual medium 
location 

Regarding claims 5, 6, 7 and 1 1 : Gariepy et al teaches that wherein the media 
storage facility is configured such that intermediate supersets can be logically organized 
within the physical organization of a parent superset (see col. 3, lines 28-54 where 
Gariepy et al describes the subset of the superset is being organized within the physical 
organization structure). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims (3, 4, 8-10, 12-13, 16 and 19-20) are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Gariepy et al (6900960) in view of Mizukami et al (5598385). 

Regarding claims 3, 16 and 19: although Gariepy et al discloses the configuration 
of supersets that which can be reorganized, emptied, or created. Gariepy et al is silent 
on reconfiguration that based on a set of instructions or policies imposed by a 
controlling system. Mizukami et al is relied on for the teachings of reconfiguration that 
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based on a set of instructions or policies imposed by a controlling system (see col. 2, 
line 52 to col. 3, line 7 of Mizukami et al). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the configuration requirements for organizing the medium 
set as taught by Mizukami et al. The rationale is as follows: one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to provide the configuration of the organized medium 
based on the shortest access distance as suggested in col. 2, lines 25-27 of Mizukami 
etal. 

Regarding claim 4: the combination of Gariepy et al and Mizukami et al t 
considered that wherein the media storage facility is configured such that the 
organization of the supersets can be a RAID grouping are known within the references 
because a library system encompasses RAID. 

Regarding claim 8: the combination of Gariepy et al and Mizukami et al teaches 
that wherein the media storage facility is configured to receive supersets and individual 
media such that system accessible supersets may be created with received individual 
media and such that received supersets may be split into multiple system accessible 
individual media or intermediate supersets of media (see col. 3, lines 28-54 and col. 3, 
line 65 to col. 4, line 12 of Gariepy et al). 

Regarding claim 9: the combination of Gariepy et al and Mizukami et al teaches 
that wherein the media storage facility is configured to manage more types of supersets 
than the system is organized to receive (see col. 3, lines 28-54 of Gariepy et al). 
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Regarding claim 10: the combination of Gariepy et al and Mizukami et al 
considered that wherein the media storage facility is configured such that system 
accessible individual media may be grouped to form supersets for ejection and such 
that system accessible supersets may be ejected as a unit or split into multiple 
individual media for ejection are known within the references because the ejection is a 
reverse function of the receiving the medium into the system. 

Regarding claims 12 and 20: the combination of Gariepy et al and Mizukami et al 
teaches that wherein the accessing mechanisms are the same physical mechanism 
(col. 7. lines 25-47 of Gariepy et al). 

Regarding claim 13: the combination of Gariepy et al and Mizukami et al teaches 
that wherein there are a plurality of different types of supersets of media (see col. 1 , 
lines 9-13 of Mizukami et al). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/26/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding to Gariepy et al in the remarks filed on 9/26/05: applicants argue that 
Gariepy et al fails to suggest the accessibility to the superset. Applicants are directed to 
col. 3, lines 28-45; col. 4, lines 28-31 ; col. 5, lines 36-53 and coL 6, lines 45-53 of 
Gariepy et al. Furthermore, col. 6, lines 30-53 where Gariepy et al describes the 
superset (i.e., plurality of racks with plurality of magazines (subset of the superset) that 
including individual storage medium). 
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Regarding claim 2 in the remarks filed on 9/26/05: applicants argue that Gariepy 
et al fails to teach moving medium around in the library in other to create a new 
organized listing of the medium as such recited. The recitation is not positively recited 
as applicants asserted. As arguendo, applicants are directed to col. 3, lines 55-64 and 
col. 4, lines 29-31 where Gariepy et al describes the design flexible of the library to 
accommodate new configuration of changes in the desired medium listing and/or the 
usage of the medium or creating an update listing of the individual medium location. 

Regarding claims 5-7 and 1 1 : applicants argue that Gariepy et al fails to suggest 
the intermediate superset (subset of a superset). The intemnediate superset (or subset 
of the superset) is an adherent to a subset of the superset (i.e., a magazine is a sub unit 
of the rack). 

Regarding claims 14-15 and 17-18: applicants argue that Gariepy is not 
automated storage system and the system without a shelf system. Applicants are 
directed to col. 1 , lines 15-25 of Gariepy. Moreover, the shelf system is an enclosed 
frame structure where the rack system is an open frame structure. 

Regarding Mizukami in the remark filed on 9/26/05: applicants argue that 
Mizukami is improper reference because it teaches media management and shortening 
media travels which not related to re-organizing or creating an updated configuration 
listing and new moving instructions or polices for the medium handler or library. 
Mizukami is cited for updating the configuration and the listing for the new moving 
instruction or polices in the library or the media management and creating the 
shortening medium traveling list (intermediate map listing for the storage medium). 
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Therefore, Mizukami is proper for the combination of Gariepy and Mizukami. Thus, the 
rejection of claims (3-4. 8-10. 12-13, 16 and 19-20) stands. 
Henceforth, the rejection of the claims stands. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO IVIONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon Is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kulakowski et al (5303214) and Goodman et a! (6356803) are 
cited for map the storage medium and the distribution control in a library. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to K. Wong whose telephone number is (571) 272-7566. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, D. Hudspeth can be reached on (571 ) 272-7843. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
publislied applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

kw 

17 Dec 05 




